Mr.   Newlin explained  that after  he   issued  the  safeguard
notice  on  February   26,   1985,   Mr.   Siria  visited   the   mine   for
the purpose of  determining what  was  required to achieve com-
pliance.     After Mr.   Siria  issued  his   safeguard  requirements
for the  3-C belt,   they became applicable  to any future  belt
conditions  of  the same type found  in  the  mine.     Since  he
found  similar  conditions   on  the   3-A  belt on  March  18,   1985,
Mr.  Newlin  issued  section  104(a)   Citation  No.   2507418,   because
the belt was not provided with  the required  travelway
clearances.

Mr.  Newlin1 s   citation  was  terminated by MSHA Inspector
Dennis  Dati  on April   12,   1985,  and his   termination   notice
reflects  that  it was  terminated after  "The operator   installed
start and stop switches both  inby  and outby of  the  area  and
also posted signs."

MSHA's  position   is  that a safeguard notice applies  to
any underground location  in  the  mine.     However,   any modifica-
tion made  to  the safeguard notice  would only apply  to  the
particular  location   for  which  it  was  issued and not   to  other
mine areas   (Tr.   767-768).     In  the  instant  case,   MSHA's
counsel asserted that   although the previously  modified  safe-
guard notice of  February  26,   1985,   eliminated  the requirement
for  a clear  travelway at   the  location  for  which that safeguard
was  issued,   it did  not  authorize  the  respondent  to  unilater-
ally not provide clear  travelways  at  other  belt  locations
which were required  to  be  examined,   traveled or  maintained
(Tr.   747-750).

MSHA's  counsel  asserted that   the citation   issued  by
Inspector Newlin  in  this  case  was   issued because of  the  fail-
ure by the respondent   to provide clear  travelways of  at  least
24   inches  along  the cited  beltline as required  by section
75 .1403-5(g).     Once  the  citation  issued,   supervisory  inspec-
tor Siria modified   the citation   for  that particular   location
by  imposing  stipulations  requiring stop and  start  switches,
signs,  and a requirement   that  the belt  be stopped before
being  examined.     Once  these  stipulations  were  in  place,   the
safeguard,   as  modified   by Mr,  Siria,   became a  requirement for
that  location,   but   the respondent was  still  required  to main-
tain  clear  travelways  at  other  locations  in  compliance  with
section  75.1403-5(g)    (Tr.   747-753).

Inspector Newlin   explained that  by requiring  the respon-
dent  to  adhere to the  stipulations  for  providing  a means   of
access  to  the  beltline  at  locations  which  have  been  cribbed
out because of  adverse roof  conditions,   MSHA is  in effect
providing  the  belt  examiner  with a  "walkway," i.e.. f   the  belt
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